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to the Federal Chief Information Offi-
cer, and it would require direct report-
ing of that individual to the Director of 
the Office of Management and Budget. 
It is very, very important. 

Second, it would establish the posi-
tion of Federal Chief Information Secu-
rity Officer, who would report to the 
Federal CIO and assist OMB in the cy-
bersecurity efforts. 

Finally, this very important bill 
would require the Federal CIO to sub-
mit a proposal on consolidating IT 
across Federal agencies, especially 
smaller agencies, through the use of 
shared services. 

Madam Speaker, I urge all Members 
to vote in favor of this bill, and I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Ms. FOXX of North Carolina. Madam 
Speaker, I yield such time as he may 
consume to the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. HURD), the chief sponsor of this 
legislation. 

Mr. HURD of Texas. Madam Speaker, 
I thank the distinguished gentlewoman 
for yielding time to me on this impor-
tant piece of legislation. 

It should come as no surprise to any-
one in this Chamber that technology is 
integrated into every facet of our daily 
lives. We have come a long way since 
the bill that established the role of the 
Federal Chief Information Officer, the 
E-Government Act, was originally 
passed. 

Less than 50 percent of the U.S. popu-
lation had home access to the internet 
in 2001 when this was first passed. Now, 
nearly every American has access to 
the internet. 

Just 62 percent of Americans had cell 
phones when the original bill was 
passed. Now, 95 percent of Americans 
own cell phones, and 77 percent of 
those are smartphones. 

Mobile apps were nonexistent in 2002. 
Today, over 2.2 million apps are avail-
able to consumers. 

This bill recognizes how far tech-
nology has come. It codifies the posi-
tion of the Federal Chief Information 
Officer and elevates the office to report 
directly to the head of the Office of 
Management and Budget. 

The bill also establishes the role of 
the Federal Chief Information Security 
Officer, FCISO, who reports directly to 
the Federal CIO and will lead OMB cy-
bersecurity efforts. 

Empowering CIOs at the Federal 
agencies is consistent with the prin-
ciples of one of the signature pieces of 
legislation on IT reform, the Federal 
IT Acquisition and Reform Act. The 
Federal CIO should be treated no dif-
ferently. The Federal CIO must have 
the statutory and organizational au-
thority to succeed, and this bill 
achieves just that. 

The bill does more than just rename 
the office. It makes a clear statement 
that the Federal CIO is in charge of co-
ordinating IT policy across the govern-
ment. 

This bill passed the House last Con-
gress by a vote of 391–0, and I want to 
thank my friends—Representatives 

ROBIN KELLY, MARK MEADOWS, and 
GERRY CONNOLLY—for their continued 
support for this important initiative. 
And I would like to thank Chairman 
CUMMINGS and Ranking Member JOR-
DAN for making sure this important 
piece of legislation comes to the floor. 

I urge my colleagues to support this 
bill. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Madam Speaker, I 
reserve the balance of my time. 

Ms. FOXX of North Carolina. Madam 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

Madam Speaker, I think this piece of 
legislation is in the spirit of what Con-
gress needs to be doing in terms of up-
dating where we are in dealing with 
technology and the need for adequate 
oversight. This bill acknowledges that 
Federal technology policy has not kept 
up with the pace of technology integra-
tion by our Federal agencies. 

This bill codifies the position of Fed-
eral CIO, emphasizing the importance 
of the role to the formation of govern-
mentwide technology policy; and this 
bill promotes organized, cost-efficient, 
and secure technology used throughout 
the Federal Government. 

I would like to again thank the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. HURD) for in-
troducing this bill, along with the 
many bipartisan supporters of it. 

I urge my colleagues to support the 
bill, vote for it, and I yield back the 
balance of my time. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Madam Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Madam Speaker, I want to join my 
colleague, Congresswoman FOXX, in 
thanking Mr. HURD, Mr. CONNOLLY, and 
Congresswoman KELLY for all the hard 
work that they put into this legisla-
tion. 

So often in our Congress, we are 
blessed to have somebody like Mr. 
HURD, who is very, very familiar with 
these sometimes very complex issues, 
and he brings just a reasonable ap-
proach to coming up with bipartisan 
solutions to the problems that are fac-
ing our country and, just as signifi-
cant, bringing solutions that will pre-
vent problems from happening. So I 
want to thank him for working so hard 
on this, along with our colleagues, Mr. 
CONNOLLY and Ms. KELLY. 

Again, Madam Speaker, I urge all of 
our Members to vote in favor of this 
bill. It is a significant piece of legisla-
tion. 

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

Mr. CONNOLLY. Madam Speaker, I rise in 
support of H.R. 247, the Federal CIO Author-
ization Act of 2019, introduced by my col-
league, Congressman WILL HURD. I am happy 
to co-sponsor this bill, which the House of 
Representatives passed last year under sus-
pension of the rules. 

This bill rebrands the Office of Electronic 
Government at the Office of Management and 
Budget (OMB) and helps bring it into the 21st 
century by renaming it the Office of the Fed-
eral Chief Information Officer. This new name 
more appropriately characterizes the important 

role the Office plays across the federal gov-
ernment in coordinating federal information 
technology (IT) policy and providing guidance 
to agencies. Currently, the Administrator of the 
Office of Electronic Government is informally 
called the Federal Chief Information Officer 
(CIO), so it is long overdue for Congress to 
make this change in statute, as this bill will do. 
H.R. 247 will also rename the E-Government 
Fund, the ‘‘Federal IT Fund’’ which better de-
scribes the purpose of the account. 

More importantly, this bill establishes the 
Federal Chief Information Security Office 
(CISO) within the office of the Federal CIO. 
The Federal CISO (pronounced SISSO) will 
be appointed by the president and be respon-
sible for carrying out the cybersecurity duties 
of the OMB Director, including the responsibil-
ities under the Federal Information Security 
Management Act (FISMA). This position was 
created by President Obama to address the 
increasing risk of cyberattacks and the need to 
better protect our government’s data and infor-
mation across the federal government. How-
ever, it was not until a year and half into the 
Trump Administration that the President 
named Grant Schneider the permanent Fed-
eral CISO. My hope is that this position will 
foster effective coordination of cybersecurity 
policy across the federal government, pro-
viding agencies with guidance to secure their 
IT systems and better defend against cyber-at-
tacks. 

Madam Speaker, I urge my colleagues to 
support this bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Maryland (Mr. 
CUMMINGS) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 247. 

The question was taken; and (two- 
thirds being in the affirmative) the 
rules were suspended and the bill was 
passed. 

A motion to reconsider was laid on 
the table. 

f 

GRANT REPORTING EFFICIENCY 
AND AGREEMENTS TRANS-
PARENCY ACT OF 2019 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Madam Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and pass the 
bill (H.R. 150) to modernize Federal 
grant reporting, and for other pur-
poses. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
The text of the bill is as follows: 

H.R. 150 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Rep-

resentatives of the United States of America in 
Congress assembled, 
SECTION 1. SHORT TITLE. 

This Act may be cited as the ‘‘Grant Re-
porting Efficiency and Agreements Trans-
parency Act of 2019’’ or the ‘‘GREAT Act’’. 
SEC. 2. PURPOSES. 

The purposes of this Act are to— 
(1) modernize reporting by recipients of 

Federal grants and cooperative agreements 
by creating and imposing data standards for 
the information that grants and cooperative 
agreement recipients must report to the Fed-
eral Government; 

(2) implement the recommendation by the 
Director of the Office of Management and 
Budget, under section 5(b)(6) of the Federal 
Funding Accountability and Transparency 
Act of 2006 (31 U.S.C. 6101 note), which in-
cludes the development of a ‘‘comprehensive 
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taxonomy of standard definitions for core 
data elements required for managing Federal 
financial assistance awards’’; 

(3) reduce burden and compliance costs of 
recipients of Federal grants and cooperative 
agreements by enabling technology solu-
tions, existing or yet to be developed, by 
both the public and private sectors, to better 
manage data recipients already provide to 
the Federal Government; and 

(4) to strengthen oversight and manage-
ment of Federal grants and cooperative 
agreements by agencies through consoli-
dated collection and display of and access to 
open data that has been standardized, and 
where appropriate, transparency to the pub-
lic. 
SEC. 3. DATA STANDARDS FOR GRANT REPORT-

ING. 
(a) AMENDMENT.—Subtitle V of title 31, 

United States Code, is amended by inserting 
after chapter 63 the following new chapter: 

‘‘CHAPTER 64—DATA STANDARDS FOR 
GRANT REPORTING 

‘‘SEC. 6401. DEFINITIONS. 
‘‘In this chapter: 
‘‘(1) AGENCY.—The term ‘agency’ has the 

meaning given that term in section 552(f) of 
title 5. 

‘‘(2) CORE DATA ELEMENTS.—The term ‘core 
data elements’ means data elements that are 
not program-specific in nature and are re-
quired by agencies for all or the vast major-
ity of Federal grant and cooperative assist-
ance recipients for purposes of reporting. 

‘‘(3) DIRECTOR.—The term ‘Director’ means 
the Director of the Office of Management 
and Budget. 

‘‘(4) FEDERAL AWARD.—The term ‘Federal 
award’— 

‘‘(A) means the transfer of anything of 
value for a public purpose of support or stim-
ulation authorized by a law of the United 
States, including financial assistance and 
Government facilities, services, and prop-
erty; 

‘‘(B) includes grants, subgrants, awards, 
and cooperative agreements; and 

‘‘(C) does not include— 
‘‘(i) conventional public information serv-

ices or procurement of property or services 
for the direct benefit or use of the Govern-
ment; or 

‘‘(ii) an agreement that provides only— 
‘‘(I) direct Government cash assistance to 

an individual; 
‘‘(II) a subsidy; 
‘‘(III) a loan; 
‘‘(IV) a loan guarantee; or 
‘‘(V) insurance. 
‘‘(5) SECRETARY.—The term ‘Secretary’ 

means the head of the standard-setting agen-
cy. 

‘‘(6) STANDARD-SETTING AGENCY.—The term 
‘standard-setting agency’ means the Execu-
tive department designated under section 
6402(a)(1). 

‘‘(7) STATE.—The term ‘State’ means each 
State of the United States, the District of 
Columbia, each commonwealth, territory or 
possession of the United States, and each 
federally recognized Indian Tribe. 
‘‘SEC. 6402. DATA STANDARDS FOR GRANT RE-

PORTING. 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.— 
‘‘(1) DESIGNATION OF STANDARD-SETTING 

AGENCY.—The Director shall designate the 
Executive department (as defined in section 
101 of title 5) that issues the most Federal 
awards in a calendar year as the standard- 
setting agency. 

‘‘(2) ESTABLISHMENT OF STANDARDS.—Not 
later than 1 year after the date of the enact-
ment of this chapter, the Secretary and the 
Director shall establish Governmentwide 
data standards for information reported by 
recipients of Federal awards. 

‘‘(3) DATA ELEMENTS.—The data standards 
established under paragraph (2) shall include, 
at a minimum— 

‘‘(A) standard definitions for data elements 
required for managing Federal awards; and 

‘‘(B) unique identifiers for Federal awards 
and entities receiving Federal awards that 
can be consistently applied Governmentwide. 

‘‘(b) SCOPE.—The data standards estab-
lished under subsection (a) shall include core 
data elements and may cover any informa-
tion required to be reported to any agency 
by recipients of Federal awards, including 
audit-related information reported under 
chapter 75 of this title. 

‘‘(c) REQUIREMENTS.—The data standards 
required to be established under subsection 
(a) shall, to the extent reasonable and prac-
ticable— 

‘‘(1) render information reported by recipi-
ents of Federal grant and cooperative agree-
ment awards fully searchable and machine- 
readable; 

‘‘(2) be nonproprietary; 
‘‘(3) incorporate standards developed and 

maintained by voluntary consensus stand-
ards bodies; 

‘‘(4) be consistent with and implement ap-
plicable accounting and reporting principles; 
and 

‘‘(5) incorporate the data standards estab-
lished under the Federal Funding Account-
ability and Transparency Act of 2006 (31 
U.S.C. 6101 note). 

‘‘(d) CONSULTATION.—In establishing the 
data standards under subsection (a), the Sec-
retary and the Director shall consult with, 
as appropriate— 

‘‘(1) the Secretary of the Treasury, to en-
sure that the data standards incorporate the 
data standards created under the Federal 
Funding Accountability and Transparency 
Act of 2006 (31 U.S.C. 6101 note); 

‘‘(2) the head of each agency that issues 
Federal awards; 

‘‘(3) recipients of Federal awards and orga-
nizations representing recipients of Federal 
awards; 

‘‘(4) private sector experts; 
‘‘(5) members of the public, including pri-

vacy experts, privacy advocates, and indus-
try stakeholders; and 

‘‘(6) State and local governments. 
‘‘SEC. 6403. GUIDANCE APPLYING DATA STAND-

ARDS FOR GRANT REPORTING. 
‘‘(a) IN GENERAL.—Not later than 2 years 

after the date of the enactment of this chap-
ter— 

‘‘(1) the Secretary and the Director shall 
issue guidance to all agencies directing the 
agencies to apply the data standards estab-
lished under section 6402 to all applicable re-
porting by recipients of Federal grant and 
cooperative agreement awards; and 

‘‘(2) the Director shall prescribe guidance 
applying the data standards to audit-related 
information reported under chapter 75. 

‘‘(b) GUIDANCE.—The guidance issued under 
this section shall— 

‘‘(1) to the extent reasonable and prac-
ticable— 

‘‘(A) minimize the disruption to existing 
reporting practices for agencies and for re-
cipients of Federal grant and cooperative 
agreement awards; and 

‘‘(B) explore opportunities to implement 
modern technologies within Federal award 
reporting; 

‘‘(2) allow the Director to permit excep-
tions for categories of grants if the Director 
publishes a list of such exceptions, including 
exceptions for Indian Tribes and Tribal orga-
nizations consistent with the Indian Self-De-
termination and Education Assistance Act; 
and 

‘‘(3) take into consideration the consulta-
tion required under section 6402(d). 

‘‘SEC. 6404. AGENCY REQUIREMENTS. 
‘‘Not later than 3 years after the date of 

the enactment of this chapter, the head of 
each agency shall ensure that all of the 
agency’s grants and cooperative agreements 
use data standards for all future information 
collection requests and amend existing infor-
mation collection requests covered by chap-
ter 35 of title 44 (commonly referred to as the 
Paperwork Reduction Act) to comply with 
the data standards established under section 
6402, consistent with the guidance issued by 
the Secretary and the Director under section 
6403.’’. 

(b) TECHNICAL AND CONFORMING AMEND-
MENT.—The table of chapters for subtitle V 
of title 31, United States Code, is amended by 
inserting after the item relating to chapter 
63 the following new item: 
‘‘64. Data Standards for Grant Reporting 

6401’’. 
SEC. 4. SINGLE AUDIT ACT. 

(a) AMENDMENTS.— 
(1) Section 7502(h) of title 31, United States 

Code, is amended by inserting before ‘‘to a 
Federal clearinghouse’’ the following ‘‘in an 
electronic form consistent with the data 
standards established under chapter 64,’’. 

(2) Section 7505 of title 31, United States 
Code, is amended by adding at the end the 
following new subsection: 

‘‘(d) Such guidance shall require audit-re-
lated information reported under this chap-
ter to be reported in an electronic form con-
sistent with the data standards established 
under chapter 64.’’. 

(b) GUIDANCE.—Not later than 2 years after 
the date of the enactment of this Act, the 
Director shall issue guidance requiring 
audit-related information reported under 
chapter 75 of title 31, United States Code, to 
be reported in an electronic form consistent 
with the data standards established under 
chapter 64 of title 31, United States Code, as 
added by section 3. 
SEC. 5. CONSOLIDATION OF ASSISTANCE-RE-

LATED INFORMATION; PUBLICATION 
OF PUBLIC INFORMATION AS OPEN 
DATA. 

(a) COLLECTION OF INFORMATION.—Not later 
than 4 years after the date of the enactment 
of this Act, the Secretary and the Director 
shall enable the collection, public display, 
and maintenance of Federal award informa-
tion as a Governmentwide data set, using the 
data standards established under chapter 64 
of title 31, United States Code, as added by 
section 3, subject to reasonable restrictions 
established by the Director to ensure protec-
tion of personally identifiable and otherwise 
sensitive information. 

(b) PUBLICATION OF INFORMATION.—The Sec-
retary and the Director shall require the 
publication of recipient-reported data col-
lected from all agencies on a single public 
portal. Information may be published on an 
existing Governmentwide website as deter-
mined appropriate by the Director. 

(c) FOIA.—Nothing in this section shall re-
quire the disclosure to the public of informa-
tion that would be exempt from disclosure 
under section 552 of title 5, United States 
Code (commonly known as the ‘‘Freedom of 
Information Act’’). 
SEC. 6. EVALUATION OF NONPROPRIETARY IDEN-

TIFIERS. 
(a) DETERMINATION REQUIRED.—The Direc-

tor and the Secretary shall determine wheth-
er to use nonproprietary identifiers under 
section 6402(a)(3)(B) of title 31, United States 
Code, as added by section 3(a). 

(b) FACTORS TO BE CONSIDERED.—In mak-
ing the determination required pursuant to 
subsection (a), the Director and the Sec-
retary shall consider factors such as accessi-
bility and cost to recipients of Federal 
awards, agencies that issue Federal awards, 
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private-sector experts, and members of the 
public, including privacy experts and privacy 
advocates. 

(c) PUBLICATION AND REPORT ON DETER-
MINATION.—Not later than the earlier of 1 
year after the date of the enactment of this 
Act or the date on which the Secretary and 
Director establish data standards pursuant 
to section 6402(a)(2) of title 31, United States 
Code, as added by section 3(a), the Secretary 
and the Director shall publish and submit to 
the Committees on Oversight and Govern-
ment Reform of the House of Representa-
tives and Homeland Security and Govern-
mental Affairs of the Senate a report ex-
plaining the reasoning for the determination 
made pursuant to subsection (a). 
SEC. 7. DEFINITIONS. 

In this Act, the terms ‘‘agency’’, ‘‘Direc-
tor’’, ‘‘Federal award’’, and ‘‘Secretary’’ 
have the meaning given those terms in sec-
tion 6401 of title 31, United States Code, as 
added by section 3(a). 
SEC. 8. RULE OF CONSTRUCTION. 

Nothing in this Act, or the amendments 
made by this Act, shall be construed to re-
quire the collection of data that is not other-
wise required pursuant to any Federal law, 
rule, or regulation. 
SEC. 9. NO ADDITIONAL FUNDS AUTHORIZED. 

No additional funds are authorized to carry 
out the requirements of this Act and the 
amendments made by this Act. Such require-
ments shall be carried out using amounts 
otherwise authorized. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-
ant to the rule, the gentleman from 
Maryland (Mr. CUMMINGS) and the gen-
tlewoman from North Carolina (Ms. 
FOXX) each will control 20 minutes. 

The Chair recognizes the gentleman 
from Maryland. 

GENERAL LEAVE 
Mr. CUMMINGS. Madam Speaker, I 

ask unanimous consent that all Mem-
bers may have 5 legislative days in 
which to revise and extend their re-
marks and include extraneous material 
on H.R. 150, currently under consider-
ation. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gen-
tleman from Maryland? 

There was no objection. 

b 1345 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Madam Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Madam Speaker, the Grant Reporting 
Efficiency and Agreements Trans-
parency Act, introduced by Represent-
atives VIRGINIA FOXX and JIMMY 
GOMEZ, would standardize reporting for 
recipients of Federal grants and coop-
erative agreements. 

Grant recipients often have to report 
the same information in different ways 
because Federal agencies do not use 
the same forms or even the same terms 
to describe required information. 

Madam Speaker, I have often said 
that the most important thing that we 
must do in our lives is to operate in an 
effective and efficient manner, and 
that also includes this Congress. 

Under this bill, the Director of the 
Office of Management and Budget and 
the Secretary of Health and Human 
Services would be required to establish 
governmentwide data standards for 

grant reporting—again, efficiency and 
effectiveness. 

The bill would encourage OMB and 
HHS to make the information that 
grant recipients report fully searchable 
and machine-readable. This would pro-
vide greater transparency into the 
money spent on the grants because 
spending data would be more usable. 

The bill also would require that data 
collected from grant recipients be pub-
lished on a single public portal. 

Madam Speaker, I thank the distin-
guished gentlewoman, Ms. FOXX, for 
working with Representative CONNOLLY 
last Congress on the use of nonpropri-
etary identifiers for grants and grant-
ees. She, too, has worked in a hard, bi-
partisan way to bring solutions to 
problems, to bring practical solutions 
to problems. 

The bill before us would allow this 
issue to be carefully considered to en-
sure it is workable. 

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Ms. FOXX of North Carolina. Madam 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

Madam Speaker, I appreciate very 
much the comments made by my col-
league from Maryland and appreciate 
particularly the emphasis this after-
noon that has been placed on bipar-
tisan bills and efficiency and effective-
ness in the Federal Government. Those 
are values that should not be assigned 
to any particular party. They are im-
portant for our country. They are im-
portant for what we do. 

Madam Speaker, I yield such time as 
he may consume to the gentleman 
from Virginia (Mr. CLINE), who has 
been waiting patiently to speak on this 
bill. 

Mr. CLINE. Madam Speaker, I am 
pleased to rise in support of H.R. 150, 
the Grant Reporting Efficiency and 
Agreements Transparency Act. 

Madam Speaker, in 1788, Patrick 
Henry spoke at the Virginia Constitu-
tional Convention, where he said: ‘‘The 
liberties of a people never were, nor 
ever will be, secure when the trans-
actions of their rulers may be con-
cealed from them.’’ 

Transparency in government is an 
important principle for the preserva-
tion of our Republic, and it has been a 
priority for me during my tenure in the 
Virginia House of Delegates, where I 
was proud to sponsor legislation to put 
the entire State budget in a searchable 
online database. 

In a similar vein, H.R. 150 would re-
quire that data on more than $600 bil-
lion in Federal grants be standardized 
and published on a single online portal. 

This is bipartisan legislation that 
would modernize the way the Federal 
Government does business by simpli-
fying grant reporting information into 
a searchable, more manageable system. 

Nonprofit, State and local govern-
ments, and small businesses will no 
longer be forced to spend meaningful 
work hours on filling out duplicative 
paperwork. 

In return, this will not only make 
the grant reporting process more trans-
parent but will make it more efficient 
and accessible to everyday Americans, 
thus saving taxpayer dollars and help-
ing to fulfill the vision of another Vir-
ginian, Thomas Jefferson, who in his 
first inaugural said: ‘‘A wise and frugal 
government, which shall restrain men 
from injuring one another, shall leave 
them otherwise free to regulate their 
own pursuits of industry and improve-
ment, and shall not take from the 
mouth of labor the bread it has earned. 
This is the sum of good government.’’ 

Madam Speaker, I support this bill 
and urge its passage. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Madam Speaker, we 
have no further speakers, and I reserve 
the balance of my time. 

Ms. FOXX of North Carolina. Madam 
Speaker, I yield myself such time as I 
may consume. 

Madam Speaker, I appreciate the 
gentleman from Virginia sharing his 
comments with us, and I would like to 
continue my remarks by thanking Rep-
resentative JIMMY GOMEZ for helping 
author this piece of legislation, the 
Grant Reporting Efficiency and Agree-
ments Transparency Act, or GREAT 
Act. 

Representative GOMEZ has been an 
outstanding partner on this bipartisan 
bill to create more transparency, effi-
ciency, and accountability in the Fed-
eral grant reporting process, and I 
thank him for his hard work. 

Madam Speaker, in 2017, the Federal 
Government awarded $662.7 billion in 
grants funding to State agencies, local 
and Tribal governments, agencies, non-
profits, universities, and organizations. 
This is a lot of hardworking tax dol-
lars, even in terms of Washington- 
speak. 

Within our Federal Government, 
there are 26 agencies awarding Federal 
grants, and all of them continue to rely 
on outdated, burdensome, document- 
based forms to collect and track grant 
dollars. Society has moved into a new 
age of information and technology, and 
it is time that our government follows 
suit. 

The GREAT Act represents bipar-
tisan legislation to modernize the Fed-
eral grant reporting process. It does so 
by mandating a standardized data 
structure for information that recipi-
ents report to Federal agencies. 

Unless the reporting requirements 
for Federal grants are searchable, the 
auditing process will continue to yield 
waste and inefficiency at best, and po-
tentially fraud and abuse at worst. 

Adopting a governmentwide open 
data structure for all the information 
grantees report will alleviate compli-
ance burdens; provide instant insights 
for grantor agencies and Congress; and 
enable easy access to data for over-
sight, analytics, and program evalua-
tion. 

Digitizing and, therefore, automating 
the reporting process would have a 
twofold effect. First, it allows grantees 
to maximize every dollar they receive 
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from the taxpayers to ensure it goes 
back into communities, supporting 
local businesses, organizations, and 
education. 

Lastly, the GREAT Act has received 
broad support from an array of good 
government groups. The coalition en-
dorsing the GREAT Act includes the 
Bipartisan Policy Center, American 
Association of Law Libraries, Amer-
ican Library Association, Association 
of Government Accountants, Associa-
tion of Research Libraries, Data Coali-
tion, Demand Progress, Government 
Accountability Project, Government 
Information Watch, Grant Profes-
sionals Association, National Grants 
Management Association, National 
Taxpayers Union, Native American Fi-
nance Officers Association, the Project 
on Government Oversight, R Street In-
stitute, Senior Executives Association, 
and the Scholarly Publishing and Aca-
demic Resources Coalition. 

In order to fix the way Federal 
grants are reported, we must move 
from a document-centric reporting sys-
tem to a data superhighway. I urge my 
colleagues in the House and Senate to 
support the GREAT Act and bring 
grant reporting into the 21st century. 

Madam Speaker, again, I urge my 
colleagues to support the bill, and I re-
serve the balance of my time. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Madam Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Madam Speaker, this bill is intended 
to reduce the burden on applicants for 
Federal grants by enabling a more 
streamlined electronic process for com-
pleting grant applications. It would re-
quire HHS and OMB to develop uniform 
data standards for common application 
elements, such as the name and address 
of the organization and the name of the 
grant. 

This will, hopefully, lead to the de-
velopment of a uniform grant applica-
tion that could be used across all Fed-
eral agencies. That would improve the 
efficiency and effectiveness of the 
grant application process immensely. 

Madam Speaker, I urge all Members 
to support this measure, and I hope 
that the Senate will quickly pass it. 

Madam Speaker, I reserve the bal-
ance of my time. 

Ms. FOXX of North Carolina. Madam 
Speaker, we have no further speakers. 

Madam Speaker, I urge my col-
leagues again, along with Mr. CUM-
MINGS, to support this bill, and I yield 
back the balance of my time. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Madam Speaker, I 
yield myself such time as I may con-
sume. 

Madam Speaker, I again thank Ms. 
FOXX for this very important legisla-
tion and all of the bipartisan efforts 
that made it happen. 

This bill and the others that we have 
dealt with today, where there was such 
great bipartisanship to get it done, I 
hope that we will take these as a model 
of what this Congress can do. 

Madam Speaker, I yield back the bal-
ance of my time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The 
question is on the motion offered by 
the gentleman from Maryland (Mr. 
CUMMINGS) that the House suspend the 
rules and pass the bill, H.R. 150. 

The question was taken. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the 

opinion of the Chair, two-thirds being 
in the affirmative, the ayes have it. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Madam Speaker, on 
that I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Pursu-

ant to clause 8 of rule XX, further pro-
ceedings on this motion will be post-
poned. 

f 

REJECTING WHITE NATIONALISM 
AND WHITE SUPREMACY 

Mr. NADLER. Madam Speaker, I 
move to suspend the rules and agree to 
the resolution (H. Res. 41) rejecting 
White nationalism and White suprem-
acy. 

The Clerk read the title of the resolu-
tion. 

The text of the resolution is as fol-
lows: 

H. RES. 41 

Whereas, on January 10, 2019, Representa-
tive Steve King was quoted as asking, 
‘‘White nationalist, white supremacist, West-
ern civilization—how did that language be-
come offensive?’’; 

Whereas a 2006 Federal Bureau of Intel-
ligence (FBI) assessment defined a White su-
premacist as follows: ‘‘White supremacists 
believe that the white race is superior to all 
other races and was created to rule them. 
They view non-whites as subhuman and usu-
ally refer to them in derogatory terms’’; 

Whereas the same 2006 FBI intelligence as-
sessment defined a White nationalist as fol-
lows: ‘‘To be a white nationalist is to be pro- 
white. The domestic white nationalist move-
ment seeks to promote, honor, and defend 
the white race. They believe the white race 
is under attack from Jewish interests that 
dominate the government (referred to as the 
Zionist Occupied Government, or ZOG), the 
media, banking, and entertainment indus-
tries and act to the detriment of the white 
race. White nationalists view 
multiculturalism, diversity, and illegal im-
migration as direct assaults on the white 
race and race-mixing as akin to white geno-
cide. They hope to appeal to mainstream 
whites, believing that the majority of white 
people do not understand the imminent or 
long-term threat to their race. Many con-
tend that a race war, often referred to as 
RAHOWA, or Racial Holy War, is a cer-
tainty’’; 

Whereas White supremacy and White na-
tionalism are contrary to the ideals of the 
United States of America, which was estab-
lished according to the principle stated in 
the Declaration of Independence that all 
men are created equal, a principle that was 
updated in 1848 in Seneca Falls, New York, 
to include all people; 

Whereas while our country has often fallen 
short of these ideals, patriotic Americans 
have sought to form a more perfect Union by 
rejecting White nationalism and White su-
premacy, embracing inclusive patriotism, 
and welcoming immigrants from across the 
globe who have continuously enriched our 
Nation; 

Whereas Abraham Lincoln in an 1858 
speech said of the Founders, ‘‘Wise states-
men as they were, they knew the tendency of 

prosperity to breed tyrants, and so they es-
tablished these great self-evident truths, 
that when in the distant future some man, 
some faction, some interest, should set up 
the doctrine that none but rich men, or none 
but white men, were entitled to life, liberty, 
and pursuit of happiness, their posterity 
might look up again to the Declaration of 
Independence and take courage to renew the 
battle which their fathers began—so that 
truth, and justice, and mercy, and all the hu-
mane and Christian virtues might not be ex-
tinguished from the land; so that no man 
would hereafter dare to limit and cir-
cumscribe the great principles on which the 
temple of liberty was being built’’; 

Whereas Dr. Martin Luther King, Jr., while 
recognizing that ‘‘no other nation can mean 
to us what our nation means’’, condemned 
‘‘nationalism perverted into chauvinism and 
isolationism’’ as ‘‘preached by . . . the advo-
cators of white supremacy’’ and asked, ‘‘Will 
we continue to serve the false god of racial 
prejudice or will we serve the God who made 
of one blood all men to dwell upon the face 
of the earth?’’; 

Whereas President Reagan observed in a 
1988 speech, ‘‘Anyone, from any corner of the 
Earth, can come to live in America and be-
come an American . . . This, I believe, is one 
of the most important sources of America’s 
greatness. We lead the world because, unique 
among nations, we draw our people—our 
strength—from every country and every cor-
ner of the world. And by doing so we continu-
ously renew and enrich our nation. While 
other countries cling to the stale past, here 
in America we breathe life into dreams. We 
create the future, and the world follows us 
into tomorrow. Thanks to each wave of new 
arrivals to this land of opportunity, we’re a 
nation forever young, forever bursting with 
energy and new ideas, and always on the cut-
ting edge, always leading the world to the 
next frontier. This quality is vital to our fu-
ture as a nation. If we ever closed the door to 
new Americans, our leadership in the world 
would soon be lost’’; 

Whereas according to FBI statistics, hate 
crimes nationwide increased in 2015, 2016, and 
2017, the three most recent years for which 
data is available; 

Whereas the perpetrator of the shooting 
that killed 9 African-American worshippers 
at Emanuel African Methodist Episcopal 
Church in Charleston, South Carolina, on 
June 17, 2015, was motivated by White su-
premacy and White nationalism to carry out 
this act of terrorism, and stated that he 
would ‘‘be rescued by white nationalists 
after they took over the government’’; 

Whereas the perpetrator of the shooting 
that killed 11 Jewish worshippers at Tree of 
Life synagogue in Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania, 
on October 27, 2018, accused Jews of ‘‘waging 
a propaganda war against Western civiliza-
tion’’ and ‘‘committing genocide’’ against 
Whites by promoting immigration and ref-
ugee resettlement, and accused the President 
of being ‘‘a globalist, not a nationalist’’ be-
cause of the ‘‘infestation’’ of Jews; and 

Whereas Public Law 115–58, a joint resolu-
tion signed into law on September 14, 2017, 
rejects ‘‘white nationalism, white suprema-
cists, the Ku Klux Klan, neo-Nazis, and other 
hate groups’’: Now, therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the House of Representa-
tives once again rejects White nationalism 
and White supremacy as hateful expressions 
of intolerance that are contradictory to the 
values that define the people of the United 
States. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Ms. 
ADAMS). Pursuant to the rule, the gen-
tleman from New York (Mr. NADLER) 
and the gentleman from Georgia (Mr. 
COLLINS) each will control 20 minutes. 
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